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Remarks 

Office Action dated March 25, 2004 rejects all claims. In 
response, claims 1, 4, 12, 15 and 16 are amended. Entry of the 
Amendments and consideration of the following Remarks is 
respectfully requested. Allowance of all claims is solicited. 

Claim 1 is rejected as anticipated by US Pat. No. 5,991,868 
to Kamiyama (herein "the Kamiyama patent"). In response, claim 
1 is amended to clarify the programmable and independent 
selection nature of the flag selection memory wherein it is 
"capable of being programmed with a plurality of programmable 
selection values, each selection value providing independent 
selection input into a respective plurality of first flag 
selectors, each respective first flag selector presenting at an 
output a respective first stage selected flag from a plurality 
of available flags based upon each said selection value". 
Support for the amendment is found on page 21, line 17 through 
page 22, line 5 of the Specification and FIGURE 5 of the 
drawings. The Kamiyama patent does not teach a "flag selection 
memory" ... "programmed with a plurality of selection values, each 
selection value providing independent selection input into a 
respective plurality of first flag selectors" for 
"presenting". .."a first stage selected flag from a plurality of 
available flags based upon each said selection value". 
Accordingly, claim 1 as amended is believed to be patentably 
distinct from the teachings in the Kamiyama patent and allowance 
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is solicited. 

Claims 2-11 are rejected as either anticipated or rendered 
obvious by the Kamiyama patent or the combination of the 
Kamiyama patent, U.S. Pat. No. 5,408,620 to Asakawa (herein "the 
Asakawa patent") and U.S. Pat. No. 5,274,770 to Khim (herein 
"the Khim patent"). Claim 4 is amended for clarity and 
consistency with the amendments made to claim 1. Claims 2, 3, 
and 5-11 are unamended. Claims 2-11 depend from claim 1, which 
for reasons presented above is believed to be patentable. 
Accordingly, claims 2-11 are also believed to be patentable and 
allowance is solicited. 

Claim 12 is rejected as rendered obvious by US Pat. No. 
6,546,550 to Ogata (herein "the Ogata patent") in view of the 
Kamiyama patent. Claim 12 is amended to clarify that a 
conditional branch instruction is based on a "set of flags as a 
subset of all available flags" wherein "a flag selection value 
for each flag in the set of flags" is identified and stored in 
"a respective one of two or more flag selection register array 
elements". Support for the amendment is found in FIGURES 3, 5, 
and 7 and the description of the FIGURES in the Specification. 
Neither Ogata nor the Kamiyama patent teaches a flag selection 
value identified for each flag stored in a respective one of two 
or more flag selection register array elements. Accordingly, 
their combination is not sufficient to anticipate claim 12 as 
amended and allowance is solicited. 
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Claims 13 and 14 are rejected as either anticipated or 
rendered obvious by the Kamiyama patent or the combination of 
the Kamiyama and Ogata patents and US Pat. No. 5,276,776 to 
Grady (herein "the Grady patent"). Claims 13 and 14 are 
unamended and depend from claim 12. For reasons presented above 
that claim 12 is believed to be patentable, claims 13 and 14 are 
also believed to be patentable and allowance is solicited. 

Claim 15 is rejected as rendered obvious by the combination 
of the Kamiyama patent and U.S. Pat. No. 4,742,466 to Ochiai 
(herein "the Ochiai patent"). Claim 15 is amended to clarify 
the programmable and independent selection nature of the flag 
selection memory wherein it is "capable of being programmed with 
a plurality of programmable selection values, each selection 
value providing independent selection input into a respective 
plurality of first flag selectors, each respective first flag 
selector presenting at an output a respective first stage 
selected flag from a plurality of available flags based upon 
each said selection value". Support for the amendment is found 
on page 21, line 17 through page 22, line 5 of the Specification 
and FIGURE 5 of the drawings. The Kamiyama patent does not 
teach a "flag selection memory" ... "programmed with a plurality 
of selection values, each selection value providing independent 
selection input into a respective plurality of first flag 
selectors" for "presenting"... "a first stage selected flag from a 
plurality of available flags based upon each said selection 
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value". In addition the combination of the Kamiyama and Ochiai 
patents do not supply the teachings of a compiler that works in 
conjunction with the flag selection memory to determine 
programmed selection values for presentation of first stage 
selected flags to a second flag selector. Accordingly, claim 15 
as amended is believed to be patentably distinct from the 
teachings in the combination of the Kamiyama and Ochiai patents 
and allowance is solicited. 

Claims 16-18 are rejected as anticipated by the Kamiyama 
patent. Claim 16 is amended for clarity and consistency with 
the amendments made to claim 15 from which it depends. Claims 
17 and 18 are unamended and also depend from claim 15. For 
reasons presented above that claim 15 is believed to be 
patentable, claims 16-18 are also believed to be patentable and 
allowance is solicited. 

If any clarifications can be made by way of telephonic 
interview, the Examiner is invited to contact the Undersigned. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Alan Krech et al . 
Applicant ( s ) 




Jift^e L. Bouscaren 
patent Attorney 
Registration No. 37,928 
Attorney for Applicants 
Phone: (970) 206-9177 
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